MSHA's  counsel asserted  that  the   "all  faces"  requirements
of  the plan   in question  would apply -in  these  cases  regardless
of  the  amount  of  penetration made at   the  No.   2   entry face   iden-
tified as   "Y".     He  pointed out  that  the  facts  before Judge
BrodericJc  in  the prior case  indicated  that  there had  been  no
penetration at a similar   "Y"   location,   and very  little at  a
similar  "X"   location,   but  that Judge Broderick  nonetheless
ruled  that both locations  were  faces  which  required brattice
curtains  within  10 feet.     Counsel also  pointed  out  that  Judge
Broderick  rejected any notion  that  the  face  which  had not  been
penetrated was  simply  a  rib   (Tr.   130).     In   support of  his posi'
tion  in all of these cases,   counsel  relies  on  the dictionary
definition  of  the term "face"   relied on  by Judge Broderick
(Tr.   130-131).     Counsel  conceded that   if  the plan  had used the
words   "all working  faces   in  all  working   places"   instead of
"all  faces  in  all working places,"   the  violations  would  not
have issued in these  cases   (Tr.   128).

Respondent's  counsel agreed  that  at   the  point in time
when  the location  "Y"   was  penetrated,   it   was   in   fact  the  face
of   the No.   2  entry.     However,   aside from  the  fact  that  he
believed the cutting  machine  had simply   "overcut"  by  2  feet
and  that  the  penetration  was  a  "mistake,"   he  took the  posi-
tion  that once the machine turned away from that  location and
starting driving and  cutting  the crosscut,   location  "Y"   was
not  a working  face  because  it  was not  being  mined and had not
been mined  for  at  least several  days  before   inspector
McCormick arrived  on  the  scene.     In  counsel's   view,  at  the
time the  inspector  was  there,   location   "Y"   was   simply  a  rib,
but  that eventually the crosscut  would have  been  turned  to
the right off the entry,   and  the  "rib"   at  location  "Y"  would
have been mined through at some future  time   (Tr.   206-208).

In  the  prior  decision  by Judcfe- Broderick,   he relied  on
the definition  of  a   "coal  face"   as   found  in  A  Dictionary  of
Mining,  Mineral and Related Terms,   to  support  his  conclusion
that  the term is not  limited  to the time  during  which  coal  is
actually extracted,  and that  the  term includes   working  faces
as  well as  faces from which  coal  has  been   or will be
extracted.     If  one  were to use  the  definition  of   the  term
"face"  as  found in  the  same dictionary,   one  could come  to  the
opposite conclusion.     The term "face"   is   there  defined  in
part as  follows:

*   *  * A point  at  which  coal  is  being  worked
away,   in a breast  or  heading;   also  working
face.     *   *  * The  exposed surface  of   coal  or
other  mineral deposit  in the working  place
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